REMARKS 



1. Objection to the Drawings 

Formal drawings are submitted herewith. 

2. Summary of the Office Action 

Claims 1-9, 13, 14, 16-18 and 20 stand rejected under § 102(b) as allegedly being 
anticipated by U.S. patent no. 5,449,319 (hereinafter " Dushane"). Claims 10, 1 1, 15 and 
19 stand rejected under § 103(a). 

3. Response to § 102 Rejections 

Claims 17-20 have been cancelled without prejudice. However, Applicants 
respectfully traverse the rejection of claims 1-16 for the reasons set out below, and ask 
the Examiner for reconsideration. 

To anticipate a claim, the reference must teach every element of the claim. "A 
claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, 
either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference." Verdegaal Bros, 
v. Union Oil Co. of California . 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 
1987). 

Dushane does not teach every element of claims 1 and 12 

Claims 1 and 12, as amended, include the limitation of "a cover plate to cover 
the at least one closure member, the cover plate defining a plurality of apertures 
through which air exits the vent." Basis for this amendment can be found in original 
claim 8 and on page 14 of the application. Page 14 of the specification (with reference to 
Figure 6) describes how the vent of the present invention is configured for mounting in a 
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floor. In particular, the top plate provides the rigidity and durability to withstand the 
weight of an adult without breaking. 

Clearly Dushane does not describe a cover plate to protect the vanes 182 (see 
Figure 2 of Dushane). Dushane does not even contemplate mounting his servo controlled 
register assembly 30 in the floor and hence the vanes 182 are totally exposed without any 
protective cover whatsoever. 

As Dushane does not describe or even suggest " a cover plate to cover the at 
least one closure member, the cover plate defining a plurality of apertures through 
which air exits the vent" it is submitted that claims 1 and 12 are allowable. As claims 2- 
1 1 and 13-16 and 21 are dependent upon claims 1 and 12 respectively, they are also 
allowable. 

In light of the above, Applicants respectfully submit that the rejection under 35 
U.S.C. § 102 has been also been overcome, and withdrawal of this rejection is therefore 
respectfully requested. 

4. Response to § 103 Rejections 

Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection for the reasons set out below, and 
ask the Examiner for reconsideration. 

In view of the above, it is submitted that claims 1 and 12 are allowable. As claims 
10-11 and 15 are dependent upon claims 1 and 12 they are also allowable. Claim 19 has 
been cancelled without prejudice. 

In light of the above, Applicants respectfully submit that the rejection under 35 
U.S.C. § 103 has been overcome, and withdrawal of this rejection is therefore 
respectfully requested. 
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5. Conclusion 



Having tendered the above remarks and amended the claims as indicated herein, 
Applicants respectfully submit that all rejections have been addressed and that the 
claims are now in a condition for allowance, which is earnestly solicited. 
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